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}Proposed North Seattle Reclaimed Water 
Project would not be a sound investment for 
the region:

¶high costs

¶low level of benefits

¶availability of much lower cost 
alternatives for achieving comparable 
benefits



}Analyzed project like any business case
ƁProblem statement
ƁTriple Bottom Line Analysis
ƁAlternatives
ƁSensitivity Analysis
ƁAnalysis on who benefits and who pays

}Started with the solution and SPU defined the 
problem

}Attempted to quantify social and environmental 
benefits, although didnõt assign dollar values



}Most are irrigators:  
ƁGolf courses 
ƁCemeteries
ƁParks 
ƁSchools
ƁUniversity of Washington

}Non- irrigators:
ƁKing County wastewater and transit 

facilities
ƁIce Rink
ƁCar Wash
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}50 potential customers with 1.7 mgd of 
potential use

}27 miles of pipeline plus pumping facilities



}$87 million initial capital improvements

}$109 million total life - cycle costs



}Water supply/reliability/source watershed

}Local creeks

}Puget Sound



}.7 mgd benefit would not add to supply, 
improve reliability, or increase stream flows  
in a detectable way. 

}Current supply sufficient until 2060

}Most of the potential use is from 
self - supplied users


